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Summary Table  

Project Name/Title  D.A.T.A. in Ohio: Deploying 
Automated Technology Anywhere 

Eligible Entity Applying to Receive Federal 
Funding (Prime Applicantôs Legal Name and 
Address)  

Ohio Department of Transportation  
1980 West Broad Street 
Columbus, OH 43223 

Point of Contact (Name/Title; Email; Phone 
Number)  

Cynthia Jones 
Cynthia.Jones@drive.ohio.gov 
614-466-1975 

Proposed Location (State(s) and Municipalities) 
for the Demonstration  

Southern Ohio, including: 
Athens County, OH 
Vinton County, OH 
Dublin, OH 
Marysville, OH 
East Liberty, OH 

Proposed Technologies for the Demonstration 
(briefly list)  

ADS L3 Passenger Vehicles 
ADS L3 Trucks with Platooning 
Autonomous ParaLiftÊ 
(supporting technology) 

Proposed duration of the Demonstration (period 
of performance)  

4 years 

Federal Funding Amount Requested  $9,999,967 

Non-Federal Cost Share Amount Proposed, if 
applicable 

$7,791,095 

Total Project Cost (Federal Share + Non-
Federal Cost Share, if applicable) 

$17,791,062 
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1.1. Executive Summary  

 Vision, Goals, and Objectives 

ADS data from rural environments and 

cooperative highway applications are 

crucial to evaluate safety and inform 

rulemaking.  

Worldwide, ADS testing and deployment 

has focused on low-speed applications in 

densely populated areas, resulting in a 

striking lack of data from rural 

environments and cooperative highway 

applications. This project, called D.A.T.A. 

in Ohio, consists of a multi-pronged, 

iterative demonstration approach focusing 

on rural environments and cooperative 

automation. The data and insights 

gathered through D.A.T.A. in Ohio will 

enable local, state, and federal agencies 

to develop more effective and informed 

ADS policies that benefit all regions of 

Ohio and the nation. With the goal of 

efficiently collecting a robust data set, 

D.A.T.A. in Ohio also brings together 

government and industry partners to 

aggregate and evaluate data from other 

existing projects.  

Figure 1-1: D.A.T.A. in Ohioôs Multi-
pronged ADS demonstration approach 
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This collaboration will provide USDOT with more comprehensive information than 

could otherwise be collected through grant-funded ADS demonstrations alone. 

 Key Partners 

Dedicated team of experts 

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) is committed to enhancing its 

transportation system with leading-edge technology. To support that goal, it has 

established DriveOhio, which is a statewide center for advancing smart mobility 

backed by the full resources of ODOT. Through DriveOhio, ODOT has partnered 

with the Transportation Research Center (TRC), Inc., three leading public 

universities, industry partners (including Bosch, Columbus Yellow Cab, 

AutonomouStuff and Robotic Research) and community partners (including the City 

of Athens, Foundation for Appalachian Ohio, Buckeye Hills Regional Council, and 

the Diabetes Institute at Ohio University).  We understand existing gaps ADS data 

set and developed a plan to fill those gaps through D.A.T.A. in Ohio. A detailed 

organization chart can be found in attached Part 2 ï Management Approach.  

 

  

 

 

 

 

Figure 1-2: D.A.T.A. in Ohio government, education, industry, and community partners  

Lead Applicant 

Industry  

D.A.T.A. in 

Ohio Advisory 

Board 
Community 

WHY DriveOhio?  

¶ Focus on integrating rural 

& transportation-

challenged populations 

into ADS ecosystem 

¶ Dedicated team of 

DriveOhio experts ready to 

operationalize ADS 

projects  

¶ Close-knit collaborators 

with demonstrated 

success on ADS initiatives 

¶ Project Advisory Board 

with safety, policy, data 

analysis, and outreach 

experts 

¶ Jump start on safety and 

through previous small- 

and large-scale initiatives 

¶ 78% Local Match 
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 Issues and Challenges 

ADS data from rural roadways and Society of Automotive Engineering (SAE) Level 3 (L3) automated driving system 

(ADS) freight platooning is extremely limited. As outlined below, D.A.T.A. in Ohio will take a multi-pronged demonstration 

approach to gather needed data. Not only will demonstrations provide useful ADS performance data, but they will also 

provide insight into public benefits that can be achieved through ADS deployment.  

 

 

 

 

Figure 1-3: 
Issues and 
challenges 
address by 
D.A.T.A. in 
Ohio 

 














































